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Development of EOPS Data Collecting and Transmittal Forms for State-vide Use 
Background 

The diversity of data collection among the community colleges in Cali- 
fornia has posed a problem whenever comparative state-vide data has been needed « 
The staff of the Chancellor's Office, California Community Colleges, respon- 
sible for reporting the effects of the expenditure of state funds (Senate Bill 
No» 164, 1969) to assist disadvantaged college students found it extremely 
difficult to collate unlike data from 87 colleges into a meaningful report. 

Information related to EOPS grantees has been requested and collected by 
the Community Colleges Chancellor's Office since the program was first funded 
in 1969. The forms used have been developed by EOPS staff in an effort to 
capture information which the legislature and Coordinating Council of Higher 
Education have desired. As a result the questions have not alvays been framed 
in ways that meet the data collecting capacities of many community colleges. 
Although ad hoc committees of community personnel (both research and financial 
aid) have been drawn together to react to the data collecting forms, the forms 
are still difficult to use and confusing to the community college personnel in 
the field. 

An evaluation of Extended Opportunities Programs and Services for 1971-*72 
prepared and presented to the Board of Governors of the California Community 
on February 21-22, 1973, reflected the^need for a more uniform system of re- 
porting data as follows: 

Conclusion No. 6. "The level of consistency and reliability of 
reporting methods on a number of community college campuses needs 
improvement.^^ 

Recommendation Mo. 2. "Standardized procedures should be established 
for consistent Identification of EOPS students and for better re- 
porting." 
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An additional problem area - that of cost effectiveness was also 
recognized in Recommendation No* 1« ''Individual colleges and dis- 
tricts should develop measures of program assessment to determine 
better which services are most effective in helping disadvantaged 
students.*' 

As a follow-up to these recommendations, the Research Office of American 
River College. Los Rioa Community College District in Sacramento was asked by 
the Chancellor's olCf ice to write two special projects; one to develop a common 
form, or forms^ to be used by the community colleges in the state awarded 
Economic Opportunity Programs and Services (EOPS) grants, the other to review 
and test the tentative cost effectiveness of EOPS program components. The 
proposals were prepared, and recommended by the EOPS Advisory Committee to 

.V... 

the Board of Governors of the California Community Colleges for funding during 
the 1973-74 budget year. On April 12, 1973, the Board of Governors allocat- 
ed $15,000 for EOPS Project ^73-101 and $10,000 for EOPS Project #73-102. 

The American River College Research Office agreed to coordinate the Forms 
Development Project and the Northern California Research Group (Nor Cal), through 
Shasta College, agreed to coordinate the Cost Effectiveness Project. As it was 
recognized that the later project would be dependent upon the data to be col- 
lected, oncfs the new forms were developed, arrangements were made to keep the 
development of the two projects closely related. 
Objectives 

The objectives of the form development project were to: 

1. Develop three forms 

a« EOPS Applicant and Recipient Form (for each student applying 
for and receiving aid) 

b. Institutional Transmittal Form (for each college to use in 
transmitting EOPS data to the Chancellor's Office) 

C' EOPS Annual S\immary Report Form (for use by the Chancellor's 
EOPS staff In preparing reports on the status of the stated- 
wide EOPS program) 

-2- 
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2i Develop the above forms so that data can be transferred; di- 
rectly from dtie to the other without loss of accuracy or re- 
liability of the basic data* 

Procedures 

On May 5| 1973, at the CJCA Research and Development Conference at 
Asilomar, the project was outlined and selected colleges representing large 
and small enrollments, rural and urban communities, single and multiple 
campus districts, and northern and southern state locations were asked to in- 
dicate their interest in participating if administrative approval were received. 
i>n May 17, 1973, letters (see Appendix l)were sent to eight colleges (American 
River College, Cosumnes River College, Los Angeles City College, Sacramento 
City College, Santa Barbara City College, San Jose City College, San Francisco 
City College, and Shasta) stating the purpose of the project, the responsibili- 
ties of the participants, the honorarium to be paid the participants, and the 
date for the first workshop. All eight colleges indicated their willingness 
to participate even though the first meeting was set for July 6 and 7 which 
meant that some of the participants had to interrupt vacation plans. The list 
of participating colleges was approved by the Chancellor's staff reptesentative 
on May 22 « 

Ist Workshop - July 6 and 7 (see Appendix II) 

Seventeen people, representing eight colleges and the Chancellor's 
Office met at American River College on July 6 After a general review of 
the purpose of the project, the responsibilities of the participants and 
the proposed time schedule for the completion of certain aspects of the 
project, the work on the individual student data form was started • 

Through the use of the Delphi Technique (see Appendix III, the 
following characteristics of the form itself were determined to be im- 
portant and ranked. 

-3- 
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Form Characteristics Considered Most Impottant 

Rank 1« Should show compliance with all state requirements 
(income level > citizen, etc*) 

Rank 2. Should be brief 

Rank 3. Should not duplicate items collected - if easily 
accessible to EOPS Director 

Rank 4«S Should be easily understood by EOPS applicants 

Rank 4.5 Should provide for data accumulation 

Rank 6» Should provide for program evaluation 

Rank 7. Should use only one side of form for student use 
After the characteristics for the card were agreed upon, the Delphi 
Technique was again used to determine the items to be included (see Appendix IV). 
Each participant listed 30 or more Items which he felt were essential. A 
committee of participants the first evening collated the items, gave each a 
number^and arranged them under these headings: 

A Identification 

B Personal Information 

C Family Information 

D Educational 

C Recurring Information Needed Each Semester 
The project director arranged the lists by subject areas, by number of times 
listed and set thein up for new ratings and divided the data into two columns: 
the data the student would have to supply and the data the EOPS office should 
provide. The project secretary duplicated this material before the group 
started to work the next morning* 

Each participant then rated the 73 items by selecting the first 20 items 
from the entire list which he felt were essential s the next 20 which he con- 
sidered important , and the next 20 which would be nice to know . A committee 
of the participants again evaluated and scored the material which was then 

-4- 
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ready for the director and data processing consultant to use to develop the 
first data collecting fon&« 

Two other tasks were accomplished during the first workshop. Each parti- 
cipant who held the responsibility for filing the annual October report with 
the Chancellor's Office was asl'ed to review the report and the original ap- 
plication for an EOPS grant and send suggestions for improvement or change to 
the Project Director by July 25, 1973. This material was submitted to the 
director and is covered later in this report, t- 

The other task completed at the first workshop was to determine the 
data which should be included as transmittal information to the Chancellor's 
Office and subsequently to the legislature (s®® Appendix V). 

Again through the use of the Delphi Technique each participant was 
asked to pretend that he was a legislator, and to frame ten questions which 
he felt the California Community Colleges EOPS staff should be able to answer 
about the state**wide program. The results were again collated by a sub-com- 
mittee and 21 questions were presented to the total group for review* Each 
participant wac then asked to select the ten most Important questions and 
rate them. Each question was weighted on the basis of a first to tenth choice. 
The weight fesd values ranged from 126 to 6, The group agreed to eliminate 
all questions weighted less than 33. The following eleven questions remained: 



Rank Height Question 

1, 126 How many students are being helped? 

2, 87 What evidence do you have that the EOPS program is 

effective? 

3, 73 What are overall costs, analyzed by categories and 

sources of funds? 

4, 72 What are characteristics of students being served? 

5, 66 What are retention rates by program? 

6, 63 How many eligible students needed help and didn't 

get it? 



Rank Weight Question 

7. 54 What are average costs per student? 

8i S3 Which services are most effective? 

9a 51 How many students accomplish their goals? 

10. 44 Is there duplication of effort (state» federal^ 

local) etc.)? 

11* 35 What provisions were made for Identification of 

EOPS students? 



After some discussion^ It was agreed that a group of the participants 
with research skills would oaeet again on Sunday* July 22 Co determine If 
the Items selected by the group for Inclusion on the student forms could be 
used to answer the eleven questions above* and If not, what other data or 
steps should be taken. 

The next step was to develop the first form and send It out to the 
field for testing. During the next two weeks the Project Director and the 
Data Processing Consultant worked with the forty items considered ^'essen- , 
tial'Vand ''important^' by the workshop participants and considered many 
different formats. It was finally agreed that the data should be divided 
into that which the student would provide as he applied for EOPS assistance 
and that which the EOPS Director would cumulate from semester to semester. 
Certain items which had not been included, but were essential, such as a 
code for the college itself, were added. The first sample form, with a set 
of instructions for use, were sent to the eight colleges on July 25, 1974, 
and each was asked to review for omissions and clarity and, if possible, to 
pilot test on a few students. When the results of the first trial were 
received. Student Data Form #1 and instructions were revised and forms were 
delivered to the eight colleges in early August for their use in the fall 
semester of 1973. The Student Data Form #1 as prepared for use in 1974-75 has 
gone through a total of sevan revisions.. The instructions have been reworked 
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three tines and the format for the keypunch operator, four times, the 
later revisions have been minor in na;:urei but each has been at the request 
of one or more of the participating colleges to insure greater uniformity 
and accuracy in data collection. It is anticipated that other minor changes 
will continue to be made as the form is put into use state-wide. 

A sample of an EOPS Form 1 - Student Data Cvtrd, its instructions, and 
keypunch format are included under Results in this report. 

The second EOPS Student Data Form which was developed for the use of 
the EOPS Director in cumulating data on their students, with its instruc*- 
tions and keypunch format, was also completed on July 24 and mailed out 
for revisions and corrections. It, too, was revised in August and mailed 
in time to be put into use during the fall semester* While Form il was ready 
for keypunching during the fall semester. Form P2 could not be keypunched 
until after the close of the first term as it requires the entry of the 
semester's CPA, hours of services provided^ and the student's other accom- 
plishments completed during, or at the end of, the semester. 

The second workshop on July 22 involved the research personnel from 
American River College, Cosumnes River College, Los Angeles City College, 
San Francisco City College, San Jose City College, and Shasta College and 
the Data Processing Consultant from Los Rio s Community College District. 
One of the purposes of this workshop was to determine if the data to be 
captured on Forms #1 and #2 would be sufficient to answer the eleven ques<* 
tloDS which the participants had felt were of interest to the legislature. 
The second purpose was to plan for coordination between the Form Development 
and Cost Effectiveness projects. 
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Sdveral important decisions verd mad 6 during the day ^ 



1. The colleges participating with the Cost Effectiveness 

Project would also be invited to test the forms* This would 
widen the scope and provide more data against which to re- 
commend cost effectiveness guidelines* The colleges which 
agreed to pilot test the forms included Butte College, El 
Camino College » Laney College, Orange Coast College, and 
Santa Rosa Junior College, thus increasing the participating 
colleges to thirteen^ It is to be noted that complete data 
was finally submitted from seven of the original colleges 
(San Jose City College completed only Form ^1 due to a 
computer breakdown) and four of the cost effectiveness 
colleges (El Camino College collected the data but did not 
get it keypunched in time to be processed on the first covx^ 
puter run)» ? 

2* The colleges would be asked to keypunch the data and submit 
it to the Chancellor's Office for processing, in lieu of 
completing a transmittal form related to the data* It was 
felt that all data would then be treated in the same 
fashion and with but one Interpretation. (This suggestion 
was subsequently approved by the Chancellor's staff and a > 
budget has been Approved for a state-wide summary print-out 
of all data from all colleges for 1974-75.) 

3. It was determined that all of the questions, with the exception 
of #6 (related to unmet need), could be answered from the data 
to be collected. A consistent estimate of unmet need could be 
made by each college by use of census tract data, but would 
be less reliable each year as it uses data developed in 1970. 
The only reliable way to determine each studen^^^^^ 
would be to give a college-wide income questionnaire by 
student name and to have each student indicate his desire for 
help. Many districts feel that to ask a student's income, if 
he has not applied for financial aid, is an Invasion of his 
privacy. A solution to this problem has not been found to 
date. 

The third workshop of all participants was called on February 9, 1974, 
for the purpose of 

1. Collecting the keypunched cards from Form #1. 

2. Determining from the field the problems found in using Form d^l, 
its instructions, and keypunch format prior to the final re- 
vision for 1974-75. 
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3# Review the ude of Form 92, 

4. Set deadline datee for eubmisaion of Form iH data« 

5. Give instructions oh the reaponaibilitiea of the participants 
to edit the printouts generated for each college from the 
Form #1 and Form 92 data* 

One of the data processing programmers from the Los Rios Community 
College District was in attendance at the February workshop, and later com-^ 
pleted the programs which summarized: 1) the characteristics of the EOPS v 
students for each college and 2) the cost effectiveness data for each college* 
This material will form the basis of the work which will be done during 1974-75 
to develop the cost effectiveness guidelines for the EOPS program* 

An additional Form 93 was developed also to be submitted by each insti-^ 
tution at the time it tends in its keypunched cards. The college data» thus 
provided is necessary to complete the cost effectiveness data* For example, 
It is necessary to compare the total institutional CPA against the mean CPA 
earned by the EOPS students* A copy of this form is shown under Results* 

On May 4, 1974, a meeting of representatives of both projects - Forms 
Development and Cost Effectiveness - met to review final revision sugges- ^ 
tions for Forms 1, 2, and 3 and to study the printouts on Cost Effective- 
ness data from participating colleges* The projects programmer was also 
present and was able to clarify several questions related to the need for 
editing by a representative from each college prior to the final printout. 
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Results 



Thi EOPS Project #73-101 has resulted In the following products: 

1. EOPS Form #1- Student Data 

2. Instructions^ EOPS Form ll 

3i Key Punch Format - EOPS Form #1 

4» EOPS Form #2 - Student Data 

5« Instructions EOPS Form #2 

6# Keypunch Format - EOPS From #2 

7. EOPS Form #3 Institutional Data 

8« Data Processing Program ^ Student Characteristics 

9. Modifications in EOPS Application 

10* Modification in EOPS Questionnaire 

Samples of the first eight products follow* 
The last two are already in use* 
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EOPS FORM I - INSTRUCTIONS 



This riM u% icri iisiaiii ?• cilicct iasic (ata ab#ut cacn EOPS student as nc amiics fn, ss is ACCifTti rsi 

CO^S SESVICIS* SSMC Sr TNC iNrSIIHATISN HAY St SUPllCATCft SN THC CSlltSC APPI|CATIS» f$%H SS SN TNC «UCSAi AfPilCA-^ 
TMN rSKn m rilANClAl AIS« FSSH #1 WIU SC CSHfilTCS SY CACtt STtfStST, WITH NIlP if lECESSARY, ANS Will SC HAIR. 
TAINES IN THE COPS OlSEtTSS^S OrriCe AS NIS HASTES eOPS STUSCST flLC* 

tociAi $i€tfiity Ho# UNO Hahi (sn STtiES nukses uses sy csueqe rsR isentipicatisn) 

, BTfSEVT INSUIS IE ASKEf TS CNECN MIS SSCf At SeCUNHV Nf, ANS NST ftElY OfM HIS HEHSSY. EaCK NUffSES SHStaS SE 
.OAIIMUY WSITTIN. NS NICNNAHCS SHSULS BE USES» 



BtSTMAtE ■> ENTEN as SEQttESTES (ElAHfU - 4/10/55) 

MAU SN fEHAAE -r CNECK SNE« 

ITHNIC 6ACKSHSUNS - CHECN SNEg 

^bAiCASlANS CHECK OTNES WHITC UNLESS THCY HAVE CHECKES Ch|CANS| HE}(ICAN AHERICAlt, SK SPANISH SUNRAHEi tP 
STySENTS tr HIXES KACIAL SACKSSSUNS ASK WHERE TS CNECX, SUQSEST CHECKING URSER OTHEH NSH Wh|TE«) 

Ass NESS * Enter as requestco* Os nst accept I^sstOppicc Bsx in lieu sp a street ASfRiss* 
Pinmt Urn m \f uoHE, wRiTE 

Birthplace • City> State os City^ Csuhtry, if fsrekn ssrn, 

U* CiTilEN Checm 

Har I TAL Status • Check> (Omsrcesi separates, sr wissucs ^Cnboc tli^i^tl 
HiSM SCHSSL Last Attenses » Schssl hahc ans state in which lscater^ 
Year Last Attenses » Cshplete 19 . 
Hisi:iST GsAit CsHPLtTES ■> 9th> 10th 12TH| etc# 

WifiH SCHSSL DlPLfH A CHECK APpRSPRIATE SLANK« 

AtTENSCS STHER CSLLtSES? - 6|yE NAME SR NAMES SP THSSE ATTENS|S« 

YtAR Last Attinses Csile^e - Date sp last csllese attenses stner than this cslleoe* 
Sehister Units Earnes at all stheh csLLEaEs» 

Quarter Units * tARNEs AT AIL stnii < cslleoes> Qesree earheo. Ip any earks> check yes> 
COM SiHstHT m New • Firsv tihe »n prsssah ahywhere? 

CSNTINOINd here • WaS AH EOfS STUSEHT last TtRM« 

CMTMUEO PROH OTHft'C«UCM « Ar COM STUOEiY SEPORE TR^IHSPEMINtf 

^CTu -Was ah EOpS stusent at this csllese sut kst the last terh* 

Veterar • Check as requester* Give year sr sischarqe* 

Y#UR TSfAL ^^♦»TNLY INCSHE » FrSN AIL ItESULAR SSURCES • SALARY, WtLPARE, VETERAH*S ASSISTARCE, VSCATISHAL SEHAS ILITATISH 
ALIKSNV, PAHIIY, ETC* 

tMHSt'S HSNTHLY ItCSHE ^ IP HARR|E»« 

>#• SP Chusach Ocpehsert sh ysu - Cnter NunSEftftHMfte - 5) 

THE rOLLOWINS PCUR IHHS (pATHER^S INCOdE, HOTHERtS INCOHE, KUHSEH OP SROTHERS ANO SISTtRS UNOtR 2t, ANS 
HunSEt OP OTHER PAHUY HEHSEHS LIVIHO HOHE) ARE TO SE COHPLETES OHLY IP PARENTS PROVIDE ARY OP ITQDENtU SUPPORT* 
if STSStRT Lives AT HOHE ANO OOES NOT PAY ROOH ANO SOARD, ME KUST CONPLETE THE pOUR OUESTIONS* 

FlNAiciAL Alo Application -» Check as appropriate* 



BCOQ fpp^tCATioH, > Check as appropriate - Date op application is very important. Give approkihate oati. ip actual 

SATE IS HOT KNOWR. ' 



Wtir III YtU Item H CtnC U this Cll^Ct? - QlVt HAIN MAS«M« FuNIS^ ^MChlM, tmnspirtatih, ctc» 
WHi tin YiU ASltfT COfS? - RCC^O nt^, rRUM», UAOHCft, CTC. 
SMClAi SnillS - Such A3 HU3IC> TYPm6> AUTI KCCHAtt|CS> CIC» 

pAWtHtV AlMCSS « Ir MRUTS il NIT UVr TierTHCll QIVE AIMrsS one (iK SlneiNC Else IN YOUH fAMiu) WH» WlUli 
61 HIST APT Tl KNIV HIW Tf fTCACH YIU« 

Col V cot « miEU COiUGC »AHC IN OPPIB RIGHT HAHO CORHCR 



/73-10I - 3ffi Rrvisifif 5/20/74 ;^RC AcstAftCN Off |C| 
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EOPS FORM I - CARD FORMAT (CARDS A AND D) 



1 • 




Stciu Sccttiinv Ni« 


10 ^ 


23 " 


UsT Hahc 


~ 


33 




34 




Hkiu iNiflitl 


35- 


40 


BUTNIATt (^M 00 YY) 


4t 




Sex (H F) 






EfiiRic 6ack«ii«umi 


43 - 


60 


SMCtT Amrcis 


ei . 


n 


CiTV 


73 - 


74 


8t*ii 


T5 - 


7fl 


Zip 



2 AMEirCAl ImuN 

3 A$UI 

5 Owit Wmitc 

6 Othu Kin Wnitc 



Phiic N»« am BiiiTmAee (Oi n«t cntck) 

79 Nit u«ci 

80 Cahi CHE {k) 

1 - 13 ftUf PAIH CANI A 

14 U^^ ClTltEM (Y N) 

15 Haiitai mivs (M 8) 

Hlii SCHIIl iAiT ATTEIIEI (Dl NIT ERTEn) 
16 - 17 Yean LAST ATTENIEI HiaN SCHIIi (Y Y) 
18 - Id HiaHEST INAIE CmflETEl (XX) 

20 ftlKIMA (D) M GEO (6) NlN^NAItlATE (N) 

NaHC ir CIUE6E ATTENIEI (Di NIT ENTEN) 

21 - 22 Yean lAiT atteniei emtiE (Y Y) 
23 - 24 Units ciHfLETEi (iekesten) (xx) 

25 > 26 UllTl CMfLETEl (qttANTEN) (XX) 

Oeinee cannei (Oi nit entcn) 

27 im STATUS (MlW^ CinM. NEIE, C|N«|. rMH ITNEN eniElE^ ANI RETtiNNINl) 

(A-NEw^ 8 • C - Otnen, P - netunn) 

28 YETENAN (Y M) 

OiiCNANiE Date (Oi MT enicn) 

29-32 YOUN HONTNtY INCOME (XXXl) 

SiVNtES ir INCINE (Ol NIT (iTll) # 



33 - 38 ft^twi«i HtimY iieiHr (w^^ 

3? Kf ; tr eiiitiiiii •tfiimt 111 vo^J (x) (Ir h#iii to * u$i i) 
38 - 4t fAmii** HMmt iicfHi (xxxi) 

^ 46 «F imutM m 8UTCM tttiiit 21 wt u<u* (if H%n tm tO w 0 * 

47 Ni* •r •mil rANiiY mMaeti iivii^ iifHe (l^ iiu a) % 

<9 Havc t«v riui A 8£0d i^fiiCATiiir? {Y N) 
6C> 55 6m 8Eoe nui (m 00 YY) ^ 

^^^^^^^^^^^ ICCIIt T8 CiHE Ti THIS CHiC«l? (Ol Nil llTfl) 

VmI tH» Y»U AltUT lOPt AT THt) OHUdt? (Ot Mr mCH) 
SfCCIU SlltUS (nuch as HUMC, TYflUj ETC^) (Of »»7 EMTCH) 
PA^Clin* AllltC$l (0« Mr CfttcO 

$6 et iMTimifii C#ii (xxxxxx) (Si£ mn mui KAM cmcft - use Stau Ci» N«» ami««ii t« yiuh tium) 
$2-78 N«r use* 

80 CfcAl CMC (b) 
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EOPS FORM 2 - INSTRUCTIONS 



TNII MftH NAS lilN ICSIdlieo CA^TURL A HUIINtiQ UrtlRI CM CACH EOPS 3tUDENT« VHILC FMK H IS TI »rClH« 
nttCO lY THE STUICNT AN! PtiU tU Ut COPS OrnCC| rillH/2 1$ U BE C»rVLfTEI SY VAKim $TAPf HEH»li$ ARI WILL 
AUI IE fiLEI Itt THE COPS OrriCC WITH 

NAHE AMI Ut^ SEC^ Nt i (ill IIHER HUHIISH U9(l It CILLEGE FIH lOENTI riCATI IN) WILL IE ^ ICMO tt^ FAIH f IHH /I lY A 
CLtilt lAHY IR tHE nm ARO REeiRDCe IR F9IH #2« CILLIQE ^ ERTER RAHE If CILLE^?» At THE $AHE TIHE THE CLERK SMfULO 
ICtERHlRI m rRlPER TERH illCR f >R THE $T I frEUt AID RECIRft THE OAT|_ir THE TE RH^ (FaU ^ * TS - SfRIRd ♦M* ETC.) fR 
THC flR^T LIRE ir THE SLICK l|ilCTEO« TKI UICXS AM TITilO FIRiTTERH, COPS; SfCIRP »ERH, ETC. FlAST tlilftMNRS 
THt FIRST TIHE THE STUOERT IS ELlaiSiE FSR IkHD lEtOHES AR COPS STUOCRT « EITHER TH||U€H COPS SERV|CtS| THRSUOM AR 
COPS SIAHY, SR A CSMIIRATISR SFSSTH* HE CSULO IE A THIRD TCRH CSLlESC STUOERT ARI IE SHSWM AS AFIRSI TERH COpS 
STUIfNTI KSWCYERi HSST Sr YSUR STUDENTS VllL IS DSUST IE NEW TS CSLiESE WHEN THIS fSRH IS STARTED. TmE ITEM 
TERK H CSitEai^ Wgi ClARlFY THIS SY SSSWIRS THE ACTUAL ROHIER Sf TIHES THE STMOERT HAS ERRSLLED IR ARY CSLLESI « 
IMCLODIRO SUHHER SCriSSt* TH IS ITEH CAN ALSS IE CSKPLlTjl AT ThI? T(HE> 

ACAOCHJC SUT£$ «• INDICATE TME STUDENT*! ACAOEHIC STATUS AS ME STARTS THE TiRHt 60OD StAROIRS, SfE CI Al AOHMi 

PrssatismJ sr fsrherly DiSQUALiriEO SR OiSHissEDf iUi* (u«i TS Atteh^ Tio)| UjO* (OMits C#HfLETio)| tinjqu ^ GPA| 

Cl>H« (CUKi{LAT|VE) GPA; AMD URiT TSTAt (aLI CILIESE UHITS lARMEO) CAN RST SE RECSROEO URTIL THE ERO ST THE T|«H« 
TPySUR C4LLESE USES SVICRER lASELS FSR TRARSCR|FTS» YSU CSUlO ^RSIASLY ARRARSE TS RECEIVE A SET IF LAIELS WITH THE 
ASSVE IMFSRHATISR. IF RSTi IT WILL HAVE tS IE RECSRDED lY HARD AS SDIR AS f«SSIILE rSLLSWlRC THE TERH'S ERI. 
Ha J SI (tS SE RECSRDED SY CSUMSELSR| SR FRSH A CSHFUYER FRIHTSUf^ IF AVA|LASiE«) 



COPS SERvfcES Received 

Re AS I Nt SS/RtCRjjl TWCNTi TtftSRIAL, CSUMSELIRQ^ ARD OtHER Wl Li REQUIRE A CA^IEFUL RECSRO SF THE ACTUAL SERVICtS fRf« 
7iittTktr^S?tTi^ ALL COPS SERVlCESi SY STUDEHT ARD SY HSOR| WtlL REEO 

r# SE HADrWITRI IRE AFfRSFRIAtI STAFF* TmIS IIFSRHATISM WILL SE A VITAL FART IF THE CSSt EFFECTIVE STUDY ARD MUST IE 
AS ACCUtATE AS FSSSflLE# 

Initial READiMESS/ftECRuiTnERT i First term student is on COPS* 

<<URECRU|TrttRTt IF THE tOPS SfUOENT LEAVES THE CSLLESE AMD IS IRIUSHT lACK TRRSUSN A RECRUITHENT EFFSRTi 

The HSURS fir ISTH SF Y»|E ASSVE are CSHFOTED as FSLISWSI YARE the TSTAl COPS lUDSET FIR THE RECRUITHENT 
FRSSRAN At YSUR CILLESE^ DIVIDE THAT FIIURE SY THE CIST FER MSUR #F RECRUITHENT TS^ET THE tlTAl NUtlSER 
SF NSUIS SFENT SN RECRU|TNiMT« 0|V|OE THE TSTAl MUNSER SF NSQRS SFEMT SN RECRUtTHEMT. 0|V|DE THE TSTAL 
MUNSER SF RECRUITHENT HSURS SY THE NUHIER IF STUDENTS RECRUITES.TNIS ANSWER WILL IE THE FISURE USES 
FSR EACH STUDENT NECRUITES FIR A FARTICULAR tERH* 

FSRHULA 

TSTAL COPS RECRUITHENT BupSEt ^ NUHIERSF STUDENtS RICRUI TIS * TsTAL HSURS FER STUDENt 
C^STFCR KSURSF RECRUITHENT * \ 



tXAHFLE 

tt|O0O TSTAL SUOQCr 



• 500 HRS* 100 STCOEHTS RECRUITED • 5 HSURS FEN STUSCNT 



t2900 FER HSHR 

TutSNiAL * Actual huhser sf hsurs this stsdeht was tutsres under COPS fumoins* (Peer tutsrSi farafrsfessisnai 

YUTMS/ SR INSTRUCTSRS) 

CsojsEUis « Actual nuhser sf hsurs this student was csunseles under COY'S fundirs* (Peer csuhsel#rS| fara«» 

FRtFESSlSNAL CSUNSELSRS SR FRSFESSISNAL CSUNSELSRS) 

Omi • Actual lii»H«ER sf hsurs sf a«y sther service frsvided fsr tni student under COPS fundins. 
TsTAL SF Financial Heed Estihate fsr Terhi (Frsh Financial Aid Office) 

This is the ESTIHATEi sf TNE STUDENT^S TSTA L financial need TS attend YSUR CSLLESE FSR SHE TERH. OlV|)E ANIUAk 
ESTIHATE SY 2 FSR SEHESTER SCHSSLS^ SY 3 FSR QUARTER SCHSSLS| TS DETERHINE TIRH ESTIMATE. 

COPS Srant The ahsunt sf the COPS srant ts this student fsr terh (^ sr 1/3 annual srant)« 
ftiSfsLE SCOG * Chech yes sr rs. If yes, rive ahsunt sf srant fsr terh (^ sr l/3 annual srant}« 
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l H^oi^t^ ripiitiu. Alt! * l«n« mmy or out wm AfMoMMu (» ■ loeui iictt«m)# 

COM WWt fttWt • Uit l«0«H*T|6« «IU « «OmT mOH TM ArHWMATf STAff HCMi« MO MCOMIO U tHI 
till «> T«C TtM, NttTC mf CHIMI W0«K 8t«V «0 R(«UiM 8T«9Uf HUt 4« |2£ ¥*«rM NtM* 

■■■■■■■ H MM, WUKtO 

lUtt Of KOOKIV W««C 

TOU^ AlWlKI lARUt 0« COM WOkK tTttOt f M TtkN 

D*Tt WiTiontw. nuiw, imtit eou (wtiu tumj un hi is womiha i«w*m), mo goejHtjm wiu it eoHKirto 

If TN( fiOUMUOlif «• THI COPS OlRieTO*. 

rumio OY - iNotem mom mio. (eops, cw$, Pmt H, ftcouiAR «TUot«T Kitf, Work EiMiitiei» aiio dm) 

\ ' • 

etC OiO (0>'»hO ttM - K UV ILOCR UlU »t «t»«t« AKO COMfUUO l*M MM THt »TWI«T MaiiTCU AfTM Tf 

tmi 9H M«ci If Hc 10 toNoci «cfi»i» W« «f«»iei» OR £Ort fi«A»ei*i aid. Thio »» a(ct»t«v to onow m 
MeonriiiiHtMta (o» oack or Fow #2 rouowiM Tt« tiih) - wiu it oowttni it m EOf« Ornci iT»r» witacvu 

IT II rtlT T»*T THt ITIIONT lltl TIIMIIATtI Mil IIUTIOWIir WITH TMI COlltIt (*IW4TI Ami 56 UIITI RATI ltl« 
COrniTll), Wl ARC laTIRllTfl IN WHIR (l ATI ) AW WRAT M AOCOMPUMIO* Tlir IRfORHATIOR Will H TITAt TO 
0000 miOimf ITllill lUIII to noVC TKI IMCISI or TNf WROII E0P8 MOHAN. 
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EOPS FOUM 2 - CAf^D FORMAT {CAI?DS C AND 0) 



1 « d s«c. stc« N«, 



10 - 


23 




24 . 


33 


Ftist Nanc 


34 * 


36 


TCHM ANft ilia 


31 




3d «• 


46 




41 - 


43 




44 - 


46 




47 • 


4& 


CuH* 6W 


50 • 


52 


Umf ToTH (au 

COUCGC UNITS EARNCO) 


53 




Tcnn i« Coucoc 
Haj9^ (Da nor CNfcii) 

im stftvicES Recciveo 


54 . 


55 


IHlYlAl IIMD|IICSS/ltC« 
CRtflTMClT tll*At- 

ciiifimHt (houhs) 


56 « 


57 


TuToniAi MOUftd 


58 * 


59 


CoUNSCiilld HOUKS 


So- 


6t 


Or»icii ScRvices hours 


fia . 


64 


TOTAi FUARCIAL N(CD 
rOR TCRH 


66 • 


67 


COPS CRAiT 


68 




ElKIBli BCOG 


S9 - 


71 


8£0G Grant 


72 




OfKCR F 1 NAICI AL ii 


73 - 


76 


Grant Amount 


7T - 


79 


Mot uiio 



80 Caro cooc C 



XtY X • f * FAU 

W - WiNTCR 

8 • Spring 

U - SUHHCR 



• 1 600D STANOINe 

2 Special Aohit 

a Probation 

4 Forhcrly OiSQUAiif iro or Oishissco 



xx.x 
x»xx 
x«xx 

XX.X (if IDO or morc» use 99,9) 
(If 10 or horC| use A) 



XX* 
XK. 
XX* 



xxx« 

XXX. 

(V n) 

XXX. 

X X • 1 SEOG 

2 KDSL 

3 C0« 

4 SCNOLARSKIP 

5 8IA 

6 Soo» Sec* 

7 Other 

XXXX 
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1-13 Dv^ moH Ck«o C 
14 « 16 COPS WON It Study Hou(k$ XXX 
lr *l9 COW WOM Study «ATi XXX 

Ahount lAHtteo (Oo NOT ciiTei) 

20 With oil V (y N) 

21 StuoeiT Gou X 

WOfkK ASSKHmilT (OO HOT CIITCll) 

22 fuvocd tv 

23 Institution Oodc XXXXXX 
ComeiiTS (Oo NOT cureii) 

Do NOT CNTCR umtSS INrOKHATiOM IS ItCCOKDCD UNDCR ACCOHPLISHHCNTS ON RevCRSC SIOC OF CARO* 

29 CcNTlFtcuc (Y H) 

30 • 31 YtAN XX, 

32 » 35 Fuio (4 otoiT HC6IS cooc) XXXX* 
Kl6|$ coot 

37 - 38 Yi AR XX 

39 * 42 FiHO (4 oioiT KC0I3 Cooe) XXXX« 

43 « 48 Tr&NSfCNII€D TO OTHCI C01U6C 

(S 0I6IT fiSTlTUTIOm COOC) XXXXXX/ 

■ ' • 

49-52 OaTC TRANSFCNRCO ' hHYY 

53 • 56 Oati cmhoyco mmyy 
Othcr (do not cntii) 
- T9 Hot usf 0 
SO Card Cooe D 



X ■ 1 AA • TAANSFIR 

2 AA » Vocational major 

3 AA • iSCNCRAL COUCATION 

4 ceRririCATc 

5 On€ SIHC$TCR> J08 S){|Ll$ 

6 OfHER 

7 Hot emu 



X • 1 COPS 

2 CWS 

3 Part H 

4 Regular Student Hclf 

5 Work Cxfirukcc 
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EOPS FORM 3-lNSTlTtTIONAL DATA 



COLLCQt NAMC 



2. 



OVCKALI CoiltOr WlTNORAWU RaTC WITHIN SE^STCf^ 



3# OvtRALl COLlt«f GPA 

(lOTAl UltltS ATtCrtPTtO OlVIOtO BY TOtAl KuHBtR Of GHAOl POIHtS EMUtc' 

4« tsTiHAUO Hourly Rayc at Your Coiicoc 

For Tutorial , 
For Coi^NSCiiNs ; 
For Other SfRvjci$ : 

5, Total tops BuofiCT ' ' ^ : 

6« Ahousit Of COPS Funds Exnnoco Fori (Gtve cxpcMocOt not BUDerTcoi funcs*) 
Program Mass TfHABCt . Part A 

RccRuifHUT . Part B 

TuTORut Parts 

CouiscLiJie Part B 

OTHfA SCAVICC^ 8 

Gramis TO Stoccrts Part C 

tOPS Work St'Joy — ...-^^ Part C 

?» SCHCSTCR 
CUART£R 
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Data Pfocaaslng Ptogram Student Charactetldtlca 

The program for cotapillng and printing the student characteristica has 
been completed by personnel from the Los Rios Community College District 
Data Processing Services* 

Samples of the experimental ''printouts^ will be forwarded to participating 
schools during July, 1974* It is to be noted that these are for EOPS students 
registered in^^l Fall, 1973 only* The summary report for the eleven schools 
will be submitted to the Chancellor's Office staff at the same time* 



EOPS Application and Annual EOPS Questionnaire 
Ou October 15, the Project Director submitted some suggestions to the 
Chancellor's staff for the simplification and clarification of the EOPS 
Questionnaire which each college prepares in the fall for the preceding 
year* These suggestions were used in the Fall, 1973 report for the 1972-73 
grant year* Cuue tlits keypunched cards on each studenc are subroitced co the 
Chancellor's Office, this questionnaire can be eliminated. 

On November 2, the Project Director was invited to participate as a 
aeaber of an ad hoc ccctimittee to review and revise the 197A-75 EOPS Applica- 
tion. The suggestions sent in by the project participants were presented 
to the ad hoc committee and most of them were incorporated into the applica- 
tion. ^ 
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Recommendations 



It la recommended that EOPS Form Hi ^ Student Data, EOPS Form i2 ^ 
Student DatSi and EOPS Form tf3 - Institutional Data be put to uae in all 
EOPS grant colleges by August 1, 1974 

This will necessitate 

1* A distribution of Form Pi - Student Data prior to the opening 
of the fall term, 1974. 

2* A training session for the Chancellor's Office EOPS staff 
late in June or early July, 1974 • 

3. Regional training sessions for all colleges on Che utie of the 
three forms - to be scheduled as soon as staff time permits* 

4, Assurances to all financial aid officers that only summary 
data, not individual records, will be maintained and used 
at the state level. 

5« Careful study of available data by EOPS staff to determine 
format for report on data to Post Secondary Commission and 
Legislature* 

6« Correction of current Data Processing programs to incorporate 
the BEOG information added to the forms in May. 
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Appendix I Invitational Letter 

Appendix II Instructions for Participants 

Appendix III Characterietics - Forms Used in Ist Workshop 

Appendix IV Ratings - Forms Used in let Workshop 

Appendix V Transmittal ^ Forms Used in Ist Workshop 
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Appendix I 



AMERICAN RIVER COLLEGE 



470d COLLEGE OAK DRIVE, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 



KENNETH D. BOETTCHER, PruUtni 
ROBERT E. ALLERTOK, t)ti» «/ Slu44Mt f #ri»iMl 
OWEN S. STEWART, i)f«ii •/ fiienirfita 
0. MAX McDonald, dm #/ Admimrtntk* 



Kay 17, 1973 



Am xou kMV from thm xmp^tt glvm «t tb# CJCA R « D Cmif«rftec« «fe AdiloMt 
in Itoy, Attirlcan Riv#r CoUn^ bM Um f tmd«d f or th« BOPS Sp#cUl rtojMfc #73^101 
f ov tte "Wttlcpsdst of E0P6 Coll#etitig ud TrMMitt#l PorM for 8tat«irld# UMi" 
Th« project VM vrlttM at thm r«4u«8t of th* CbMeoUorU Offico EOPS ataff ^ tad 
alMmU Mk# it pooalbU for tlioM of uo 1ft tbo f lold to partlclpato la tho dovolop^ 
Mttt of fovM viaoh aro coMlotoftt vlth m 

X Oft vory plooiod that yoo and your eolloga haira agraod to votk vith tto» 
aloftf vlch aix othor eoMux&lty eoUogoa In tha atata* Tha roatar of collagaa 
eorrofttly iMlvdaai Asarlcaa Hivar Collaga* City Coll^a of Lm Angalaa» Coauftsiaa 
ti¥ar ColLigat Saoraamto City CoUoga> Sao J^analaoo City Colli^a^ Saa Joaa City 
Collaga^ Softta Barbara City CoUago» aftd Sbaata Collaga* 

Eaab of tba aight tollagaa vlll hava tvo raoraaaatatlvaa ♦ Tba paraoo aaaignad 
to ioatltotioiial raaaareh aod althor aa BOPS J)iroetor« a Plaanelal Aid Diractort 
or aoftoona alaa on jont ataff vbo haa vorkad irith tha roquaata for iftfomatloo 
froft tha Chaocallor^a Offioa daring tha paat tbraa yaara* Will you plaaaa lat na 
kaov IftMdiataly tba masa of tha aacoad paraon f roai your ataff you would lika to 
bata work vith uat 

lalftburaoftaiit for aarTlcaa irill ba aa followat 

Paymant for flTO daya of conaultlttg tifto $500 aaeh 

Attaadaoca at Vorkahopa 
3 daya « 2 la Juaa or July 

1 at aad of lat Sasaatar 
1 day * pilot taatiag of foraa 
1 day - avaluation of fotaa 

taiftburaaftaat for traval to vorkahopa 

Ecooooy or ailaaga - vhicbavar la lata 
Par dioft coata. up to $2S#00 day - out-of-tovn 
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Appendix t 



iM ti» flrtt workshop will ^ ealUd for « VrldAjr and SUurdayi If yott 
vottld BonkAlly b* paid for frlday* you My with to miAgo with yoor dittriot 
f<Mr "loavt wlehowt pay** for that d«y» «ad for aay othor porlod whtii yo« will 
hi p«ld hy tho projoot for your •*rvi«oi« Of ^mm whoa yoa work for ttt on 
iit«i4«yi or dMriag wM«tlM porlodt tiMrt woald h« no ptobloM on '*do«hU 
4«#pM<iy»'^ 



Vimdo will bo owoiUblo *f tor July 1» oAd oo it is urgont that vo Mfct 
«voiy offort to got tho atttdont fon* at Uaat» toady to ttoo In Soptoate» I m 
MgtMtiat that wo oot wp o«r f Itat MotUt •Ithor for 

Friday aad'S«t«rdoy - Jttly 6 • 7 or 
Friday aad Satordoy Jwly U - 14* 

Tha flrat Motlag will ho hald ot faiorleaa llwor Gollogo la Saoronanto* 
Tlao 9i00 a*B* 

Will yoo plaaao rotora tho attachad ahoat aa aoon aa posalblo, 00 wo ean 
aot tho aootlag data at tha aoat eoavoalaat tlao for tho partlolpaatat 

looking forward to working with you, 

glaeoroly, 



OteaO Lorlno At Aughlnbaugh 
Aaalataat Daaa of Raaaareh 



iM/fa 
oao. 



Appendix It 

EOPS Forms Development Workahop 
Agenda 
July 6 and 7» 1973 
Friday - July 6 - 9 to 4 - ARC Library 2nd Floor 
!• Ceneral Information 
A» Introductions 
B» Purpose of Project 

To develop and pilot test EOPS forms to be used a tatevide in 1974*75 • 
Four forms 

1. Individual student dAta form. | 

2. Transmittal form for group data by college. 

3. Application Recommend revisions 
4 • Year end report form. 

(Perhaps 2 and 4 should be combined?) 

C. Review Time Schedule 

D. Reiriew Responsibilities of Participants 

E. Payment Schedule 
P. Other 

Coffee Break 
II. Development of Student Data Form 

A. Overview of current practices at each college. 

Is separate form used? 

General purposes of form? 

Data processed ^ all or In part? 

Who is responsible for data collection and usage? 

Feel systtta is adequate? 

Lunch Break 

B. Using Delphi Technique* determine characteristics of forp. 
Y . ; C Delphi Technique* determine student data Itema. 



Saturday - July 7 - 9 to 3 

11. Continue: Student Data Form ^ 

Reach agreement on eaaentlal and important items* 

Coffee Break 

111. Development of Transmittal Form 

A; What have been some of major problems on current form? 

B. Using Delphi Technique I determine questions data should answr . 

G. Get agreement on 15 basic questions. 

D. Can ve ansver these questions from data we have on student form? 

Lunch Break 

IV. Revision of Application 

A. Format 

B. Essential elements 



Appendix II 

Responsibilities of Participants 
1* Attendance at workshops. 

f ■ ' ' ■ . 

2, Put student data and transmittal forms to use during Prepare a written 

evaluation of usage* " 

3* Review and return all forms to director as scheduled « 
4. Submit time sheets as scheduled* 
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EOPS - Form Development Project 
Time Schedule Ready for u6e 

1. Student form August 15. 1973 

Initial development - 7/6/73 
Draft form distributed to participants 

7/16/73 

Return to director with comments - 7/23/73 
Corrected and mailed to participants 

for trial test - 7/30/73 
Return to director with comments - 8/6/73 
Final form mailed by director to 

participants - 8/13/73 
In use - 8/15/73 to end of quarter or 

semester includinft final CPA 
Review usage at 2nd Workshop - 2/9/74 

(Saturday -holiday on Tues* the 12th) 
Submit to CCC on 3/1/74 

2. rransmlttal form for group data \ April 15, 1974 

Initial development - 7/7/73 
Draft form distributed for review -9/10/73 
Return to director with comments- 9/24/73 
Coordinate with -'cost effectiveness" 

data 10/8/73 
Redistributed as corrected - 11/5/73 
Return to director with comments - 11/19/73 
Review usage at 2nd Workshop 2/9/74 
Trial run at end of 1st semester 

using data from new studnet forms - 

Mall completed copy to director with 

comments - 3/15/74 
Review of material - final draft corrections! 

if any - 4/1/74 
Final form to CCC on 4/15/74 

3/ Revised application November 2, 1973 

Initial development - 7/7/73 
Draft form distributed for review * 10/1/73 
Return to director with comments - 10/15/73 
Director and CCC staff review - week of 

10/19/73 
Final form to CCC on 11/2/73 



4 • Year end tepoict; form 



May 3, 1974 



Appendix II 



Natne 

CoU^R e 

Conaultant Fee 

Travel 

Mileage 
Ait fate 

Hotel 
Meald 

Other (explain) 



Date^ 
Sec* Sec* No» 



Project Budget No. ^ 



at 10c 



or 



Total 



Attach receipts for hotel, air fare, etc. 



Signed^ 



Approval^ 



Lorine Aughinbaugh 
Project Director 




* 



*ll Student Data Form Character is tic a 

List the laportaAt eharacterlatics for the f cm Itself. 

List Itatlng 

. 1. 



2. 



4. 



5. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



FRir 

10, 



Appendix IV 



EOPS FORMS DEVELOPMENT WORKSHOP 
Data Items Needed - Student Fortn 
Rate each Item as - Essential > I - Important i N - Nice to know 

Office 

Rating 



Student 



Ai Identification 



1. 


Name 


1 L 


2 . 


Soc. Sec. No. 


C 

o 


3. 


Driver's Lie. 






No. 


1 


4. 


Birthdate/age 


1 A 


S. 


Birthplace 


1 

1 


6. 


U.S. Citizen 


e 
D 


7. 


Sex 


1 K 


8. 


Race 


11 


Personal Info. 




1» 


Present address 






(Slip 3) 


/ 


2, 


Telephone NOt 


4 


3. 


Marital status 


8 


4. 


Mo. and ages of 






dependent 






children 


c 


5. 


Veteran status/ 






discharge date 


/ ■ 


6. 


Religious Pre 






erence 


Z 


7. 


Student 






monthly in- 






come 




8. 


Sources of 






income 


7 


9. 


Spouse's in- 






come 


2 


10. 


Sources of 






spouse *s in-* 






come 


1 


11. 


Mode of trans-* 






portation 


4 


12. 


Any physical 






handicaps 


3 


13. 


Greatest en- 






couragement 






from 


11 


14. 


Special 






hobbles 


2 


15, 


Special skills 


2 


16. 


$«^lf Estimate 


3 



Census Tract 



Yearly income 

IncoiAe veri- 
fication 

Yearly income 



Verification 



1 
1 



Rating 



B. Personal Info , 

17, Most Important 
event in life 
to date 1 

C. Faaily Info 



1. 


Parentis 






address + 






zip 






Parent's 






telephone 






Father *s 






monthly In- 






coae 


11 




Source of 






income 






Mother's 






monthly In- 






come 




6. 


Source of 






Income 




7, 


No, of brothers 




and sisters 






living at 






home 


7 




under 18 






over 18 




8. 


No, of othor 






family mem^ 






bera living 






at home 


6 


Educational 




I. 


High School 


1 


2, 


Date last 






attended 


1 


3, 


Highest grade 






completed 


10 


4, 


Diploma or 






GED 






certificate 


1 


5. 


College 




6. 


Date last 






attended 


4 


7. 


Units com- 






pleted 


7 


8* 


Reason for 






leaving 


2 


9. 


Highest Degree 






completed 


4 



Appendix XV 

Rating Rating 



Total Family 
income 1 



Possible EOPS 
student 1 



CPA 



■ » ■ 

Appendix IV 



D» Educational 



Rating 



Rating 



10. Standardized 

Teats 

CLEP 

ACT 

SAT 

Other 

11. Financial Aid 

Received 
(Type and 
amount) 



Scores 



E» Each semester 



!• College major 7 

2, Career goal 4 

3, Counselor 1 

4. Units 

attempted 1 

5. Units 

completed 1 - 

6» CPA - current 1 

?• CPA -cum 1 

8. Degree granted 1 

9. Certificate 

granted 1 

10. Special 

services 10 Applied for 1 

at Tutorial Received 1 

b. Counseling 



C.Financial Aid 
Grant-type 
Loan- type 
Work-type 
d. Other 
11. Student Evalua- 
tion of 

Services 2 
12 Spec. Prob* 1 

13. Special Awards 2 

Honors 1 
Contributions 1 

14. Reason for With- 

drawal 2 

15. Date of With- 

drawal 1 

16. Estimate of 

Financial 

needs 1 Verified total 1 



July 7, 1973' 



-3- 



. a. , 

4. 

5» 
6. 

• 7. 

8* 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
U. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 



Appendix IV 

8t«4«nt D«U Vtoni - XtiM to te iaeli^ 
itm yiM f Ml thovld b« Inelttdtd on lotm 



rV 



Appendix IV 



13 Student Data Form - Item Rating 

Arrange all Items In following order 

Essential 

1. 11. 

2. 12. 

3. 13. 

4. 14. 

-.Sp'' 15. 

6. 16, 

7. 17. 

8. 18. 

9. 19. 
10. . 20. 
Important 

1. 11. 

2. 12. 

3. 13. 

4. 14. 

5. 15. 

6. 16. 

7. 17- 

8. 18. 

9. 19. 
10. 20. 



Append ik IV 

Nice to koov 



4 


t 1 


2* 




3« 


11 
1J« 


A. 


1 A 
14 • 


5* 


1 C 




1 a 
lo» 


7. 


17. 


8. 


18. 


9. 


19. 


10. 


20. 



].;■ 



i 



• t. 



lii 



#4 



Transmittal Form 



Appendix V 



If you vere a legislator, what ten questions would you feel the CCC EOPS staff 
should be able to answer about the statewide program? 

1. 

3'. . 
4. 



UNIVERSITY OF CALIF. 
LOS ANGELES 

JUL 19 1974 

aEARINGHOUSE FOR 
JUNIOR COLLEGE 
INFORMATION 




